'free' from 'unfree' labour during an era that witnessed the demise of the legal British and French slave trades, the abolition of slavery in the British and French empires, and the emergence of a purported 'new system of slavery' that led to the migration of millions of indentured African, Asian, and other non-European labourers throughout the colonial plantation world and beyond during the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The ambiguities surrounding the status of the Javanese men and women on the Swift are an early illustrative case in point. On the one hand, these individuals apparently knew what they were doing when they agreed to work as wage labourers in Singapore or Batavia and did so of their own accord. On the other hand, the fact that they were deliberately deceived about their real destination and their demands to be returned to Java were ignored are consistent with the deceptive and coercive practices often used to secure the services of contract labourers in the early nineteenth-century The origins of the modern system of migrant contract labour date to the mid-and late 1820s when the first, ultimately unsuccessful attempts were made to employ free Chinese and Indian workers on Mauritius and Réunion (Ly-Tio-Fane Pineo 1984: 14-17; Carter & Ng 1997: 4-5; Weber 2002: 309-10 Gerbeau (1979a Gerbeau ( , 2002 , Carter and Gerbeau (1988) , Daget (1996) and Finch (2005 (Cumpston 1953: 85) , and the arrival of seventy-five privately recruited Indian workers on the island on 2 November 1834 is widely regarded as marking the advent of this modern migrant labour system. The success of the Mauritian experiment with indentured labour led to more than two million Africans, Chinese, Indians, Japanese, Javanese, and Melanesians leaving their homes to work on plantations and in other enterprises in the Caribbean (British Guiana, Cuba, Guadeloupe, Jamaica, Martinique, Surinam, Tobago, Trinidad), eastern and southern Africa (Kenya, Natal, Transvaal, Uganda), southern and Southeast Asia (Burma, Ceylon, Malaya), the southwestern Indian Ocean (Mayotte, Nosy Bé, Réunion), Australasia (New Caledonia, Queensland), the central and southern Pacific (Fiji, Hawai'i, Tahiti), and Central and South America (Mexico, Peru) between the mid-1830s and the early 1920s (Northrup 1995: 156-60 ).
Indentured labour also became an important component of regional political economies in India, especially in Assam and adjacent areas (Behal & Mohapatra 1992; Das Gupta 1992 .
Nineteenth-century British abolitionists first argued that the deception and coercion used to recruit indentured labourers and the exploitation and oppression to which they were subject during their indentures made these men and women little more than victims of a 'new system of slavery.' The experience of the first indentured Indian immigrants to Mauritius gave substance to these suspicions, and the public outcry in
Britain and India about their mistreatment led to the suspension of the so-called 'coolie'
trade to the island in 1838. 6 When Indian emigration to Mauritius resumed late in 1842, it did so under governmental supervision to limit further abuse of these workers. Hugh
Tinker echoed these abolitionist sentiments in his classic study on the exportation of Indian labour after British slave emancipation (Tinker 1974) , a work that continues to influence studies of the indentured experience. The Tinkerian paradigm has not been without its critics, however; several scholars have argued that characterizing indentured labour systems in these terms is at least something of a misnomer (Brereton 1994; Carter 1995: 1-6; Northrup 1995: 154) .
At the heart of this historiographical tradition is a preoccupation with assessing whether indentured labourers were really 'free' or 'unfree' and ascertaining the extent to which 6 See the reports of the commissions of inquiry based in Mauritius (PP 1840 XXXVII [58], 18-35, 45-68, and PP 1840 XXXVII [331], 12-94, 107-83) , and in Calcutta (PP 1841 XVI [45] , 4-12) on early indentured immigrant living and working conditions. they exercised control over their own lives and destinies (Baak 1999; Allen 2002) . The nature and dynamics of labour control figure prominently in these assessments that also tend to focus on the legal and quasi-legal dimensions of workers' lives. While this approach has shed substantial light on various aspects of the indentured experience, it has also limited our understanding of these migrant labour systems and their role in shaping the modern capitalist global economy. One consequence is widespread acceptance of the notion that indentured workers were little more than the hapless and helpless victims of unscrupulous labour recruiters, plantation owners, and colonial officials. Another consequence is a frequent failure to examine other important aspects of the indentured experience such as the place and activities of women in these systems, the role of gender in shaping local socio-economic relations, and the extent to which indentured workers exercised agency on their own behalf. 7 A review of studies of these labourers in Australasia (Shlomowitz 1982; Graves 1993; Shineberg 1999) , the Caribbean (Adamson 1972; Mandle 1973; Schuler 1980; Look Lai 1993; Laurence 1994; Hoefte 1998; Kale 1998) , South Africa (Tayal 1977; Richardson 1984) , the South Pacific (Gillion 1962; Mayer 1963; Lal 1983) , and Southeast Asia (Jain 1970 (Jain , 1984 Breman 1989; Ramasamy 1992) those that deal with post-emancipation labour systems in these colonies pay little or no attention to the slave regimes that preceded them. Discussions of the conceptual and interpretative issues surrounding indentured labour (Newbury 1975; Marks & Richardson 1984; Van Den Boogaart & Emmer 1986; Munro 1993 Munro , 1995 Shepherd 2002 ) also reflect this propensity to draw a sharp dividing line between the pre-and post-emancipation eras in the colonial plantation world.
Recent scholarship on migrant labour in the Indian Ocean underscores the need to explore the connections between pre-and post-emancipation labour systems more fully.
Mauritian archival sources, for example, confirm the existence of the kind of structural links between slave systems in India and the exportation of Indian indentured labour 7 Exceptions include Jolly (1987), Carter (1994) , Mohammed (1995) , Shepherd (1995) and Allen (1999 (Renault 1976; Ly-Tio-Fane Pineo 1979; Gerbeau 1986; Fuma 2000; Monnier 2006 ). This system is widely regarded as little more than the old slave trade in new garb.
We currently know little about the details of indentured labour recruitment in India before 1842 when governmental regulation of this system began. However, information about servile agricultural labour in early nineteenth-century southern India, the exportation of slaves from the subcontinent during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, and the indigenous migrant labour systems that supplied indentured Indian workers to Mauritius before 1838 provide additional, if indirect, evidence of structural links between the slave and indentured labour trades in the Indian
Ocean. An official inquiry during 1819 into slavery in the Madras Presidency reported that masters in some areas in southern India had a relatively free hand in disposing of their servile dependents if they chose to do so. Such was the case in Trichinopoly where the district's collector, C. M. Lushington, reported that while 'Pullers' (Pulayas) were usually sold with the land they worked, they were also frequently sold independently of the land in question, 9 a development that raises questions about exactly how Vyavry, PORTAL, vol. 9, no. 1, January 2012. 6 aged twenty-eight and a 'Puller' by caste, reached Mauritius in 1838. 10 Lushington also noted the 'indiscriminate' sale of men, women, and children in Malabar, an observation seconded by that district's collector who reported that slaves were frequently transferred from one owner to another by sale, mortgage or hire. 11 These regions were well known to European slavers who operated along the Indian coast during the eighteenth century.
The movement of slaves from Malabar to the French comptoir at Mahé and the Dutch factory at Cochin, for instance, became a subject of considerable concern to British authorities immediately following their acquisition of the province in 1792 (Duncan et al. 179?, . India, see Kumar (1965, esp. 34-48) , Kurup (1973) , Joseph (1987) and Udaya (2003 Pondichéry, Karikal, and Yanam figured prominently (Northrup 1995: 60; Weber 2002: 309-10).
What little we currently know about indentured labour recruitment in India before 1838 likewise points to structural connections between the slave and indentured labour trades.
Marina Carter notes that the labour exporters who supplied Mauritius with indentured
Indians before 1838 tapped into indigenous migrant labour systems to do so, and that approximately one-third of the 7,000 Indians who arrived in Mauritius during 1837-1838 were dhangars or tribal hill people from southern Bihar (Carter 1995: 204 Cornwallis's proclamation, which long preceded the 1807 parliamentary abolition of the British slave trade, is significant in the annals of abolitionism because it appears to have been part of a more comprehensive attack on the institution of slavery itself in India.
Less than two weeks after issuing his proclamation, Cornwallis informed the East India
Company's Court of Directors in London that he was considering a plan to abolish slavery throughout the company's Indian territories in a way that would neither injure private interests nor antagonize the indigenous population. A simultaneous proposal to alleviate slaves' misery before they were freed suggests that he envisioned a program of gradual emancipation. (Jennings 1997: 67, 81-82 Events in the Mascarenes further underscore the need to consider the extent to which developments in the Indian Ocean influenced abolitionist agenda and activities in Britain, the formulation and implementation of imperial policies to suppress slave trading and abolish slavery, and the subsequent recourse to indentured labour. The islands became the centre of a notorious clandestine trade in slaves following their capture by a British expeditionary force in 1810 (Daget 1979; Wanquet 1988; Barker 1996; Allen 2001a) . Perhaps 123,400-145,000 men, women, and children were exported from Madagascar, Mozambique, the Swahili Coast, and the Indonesian archipelago to (Klein 2010: 193) . The Royal Navy's activities in the southwestern Indian Ocean during the 1810s and early 1820s were an important, and often overlooked, precursor to the much better known British attempts later in the nineteenth century to end slave exports from East Africa (Howell 1987 (Saunders 1985 (Saunders , 1994 . Colonial and Vice-Admiralty courts in Mauritius were even busier, condemning forty-eight captured slave ships between 1811 and 1825, thirty-nine of which were seized between 1815 and 1819. 35 The number of adjudications handled by Mauritian-based courts during this fourteen-year period exceeded those dealt with by the mixed or joint anti-slave trade commissions at Rio de Janeiro (forty-four) and Surinam (one) between 1819 and 1845, and almost equalled the number of cases (fifty) handled at Havana (Bethell 1966: 84) . 36 As at the Cape, the overwhelming majority of the 4,526 liberated Africans landed on Mauritius were 'apprenticed' to local estate owners for fourteen years. 37 The Commission of Eastern Enquiry subsequently estimated the value of the labour services provided by these apprentices who were still alive late in 1827 to be at least 100,000 piastres a year. (Gray 1957: 24-29; Beachey 1996: 17-22 41 Estimates of these losses vary. According to Beachey (1996: 22) , the sultan lost £11,250 ($56,250) a year. Scarr (1998: 132) puts this figure at no more than $30,000 a year. Abdul Sheriff reports that the sultan claimed losing 40,000-50,000 Maria Theresa dollars (MT$) each year, or £8,421-£10,526 at the exchange rate of £1 = MT$4.75 that prevailed during the first half of the nineteenth century (1987: 50).
Ocean. The increasing inability of Mauritian planters during the 1820s to obtain the labour needed by the island's rapidly expanding sugar industry, coupled with local resentment over slave amelioration policies that had been introduced during the late 1820s, erupted into armed insurrection in 1832 when John Jeremie, a known abolitionist, was appointed as the colony's attorney-general. Although often dismissed as little more than a tempest in a small colonial tea cup, this rebellion exposed the false premises and defective administrative structures upon which the imperial policy of slave amelioration rested, thereby hastening the abolition of slavery throughout the British Empire (Burroughs 1976 ).
* * * * * The developments outlined above highlight the need for studies of abolitionism and the overthrow of slavery to transcend the Atlantic-centrism that is a hallmark of important works on these topics (Davis 1966 (Davis , 1975 Eltis 1987; Blackburn 1988; Drescher 2009) and recent scholarship that situates the origins of abolitionism in a broader British imperial context (Brown 2006) . The need to do so is underscored by a small but growing corpus of work on abolition and its aftermath in the Indian Ocean world (Campbell 2005b) , and by a growing awareness among some historians of the conceptual and other problems that can result from a reliance on inflexible geographically-defined units of historical analysis. 42 Some historians of empire also demonstrate a growing appreciation that if there were significant differences between the British experience in the Atlantic and Indian Ocean worlds, there were also important similarities between these two components of a single imperial entity (Marshall 2003) . Work on the impact that public knowledge about and perceptions of empire had on British politics and identity (Oldfield 1995; Osborn 2002; Nechtman 2010) , the politics and ideology of the early British East India Company state (Stern 2007) , and the geography of colour lines in colonial Madras and New York (Nightingale 2008 ) demonstrate the value of approaching European activities in these two 'worlds' from a pan-oceanic perspective.
However, to argue the need to study the origins, dynamics, and impact of abolitionism within a truly comprehensive imperial context is one thing, to actually do so is something else. Thirty years ago Hubert Gerbeau discussed the conceptual and other problems inherent in any attempt to reconstruct the history of slavery and slave trading in the Indian Ocean, not the least of which is the dearth of archival materials compared to those that exist for the Atlantic (Gerbeau 1979b) . Attempts to reconstruct abolitionist activity in the Indian Ocean and understand how and to what extent developments in the Mare Indicum actively shaped abolitionist discourse and policies face the same problem. The British East India Company archives contain only scattered and often oblique references to the company's involvement in slave trading during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries (Geber 1998: 101) , a fact that helps to explain why histories of the company make little or no mention of its trafficking in and reliance on chattel labour in many of its Indian Ocean establishments (Chaudhuri 1978; Keay 1991; Sen 1998; Bowen 2006) . Studies of Portuguese activity in India (Subrahmanyam 1990 
